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LETTER 


FROM  THR 

EARL  OF  CARLISLE 

TO 

EARL  FIT  Z  WILLI  AM. 


Grofvenor  Place,  April  17,  1795. 
MY  DEAR  FITZWILLIAM, 

A  FRIENDSHIP  which  com- 
menced in  the  earlieft  period  of  youth, 
and  which  I  truft  will  only  ceafe  with 
the  termination  of  life,  would  readily  fup- 

A  ply 
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ply  fufficient  excufe  for  heavier  difficul- 
ties than  thofe  impofed  upon  me,  in  con- 
fequence  of  the  two  letters  addrefled  to 
me,  in  anfwer  to  mine  of  the  21ft  of 
February,  having  found  their  way  to  the 
infpedion  of  the  public. 

It  is  not  eafy  for  me  to  guefs  what  idea 
the  public  may  have  formed  of  a  letter  which 
has  produced  fuch  copious  anfwers  from 
you,  and  feemed  to  force  you  to  a  jufti- 
fication  beyond  the  limits  of  a  fecret  and 
confidential  correfpondence. 

In  turning  to  that  letter,  I  think  you 
will  perceive  nothing,  befides  my  zeal  for 
your  welfare  and  intereft,  which  could 
have  prompted  me  to  the  communication 
and  difclofure   of  fuch  opinions  on  the 

opening 
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opening  of  your  adminiftration,  as  I  was 
enabled  to  gather,  and  to  which  (how7 
evev  erroneoufly  or  correftly  conceived) 
it  appeared  to  me  that  you  ought,  not 
to  have  remained  a  ftranger. 

If  my  poor  fentiments  could  have  been 
collected  by  you,  at  the  dawn  of  your 
adminiftration,  and  which  it  was  not  my 
intention  to  obtrude  upon  you,  they  could 
only  be  difcovered  in  my  fears,  that  you 
had  adopted  a  fyftem  difficult  to  recede 
from,  or  abandon,  before  you  had  been 
long  enough  near  the  fource  of  real  in- 
formation, confidently  to  take  by  your 
own  fcale  the  juft  meafure  of  its  fize  and 
magnitude.  God  knows,  I  never  meant 
(though  writing  haftily,  I  might  exprefs 
myfelf  inaccurately)  to  pronounce  with  ar- 
rogance 
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rogance  on  the  great  meafures  thcmfelves, 
then  in  your  contemplation  to  advance,  but, 
with  diffidence,  left  the  conception  and 
confideration  of  their  probable  effefts  to 
the  judgment  of  your  near  political  con- 
nexions j  capacitated  by  their  fituations 
and  knowledge  to  trace  and  purfue  their 
tendencies  and  bearings,  and  who,  re- 
port did  not  fcruple  to  affert,  were  both 
lurprifed  and  alarmed  at  the  rapidity 
with  which  thefe  great  objefts  were  ap- 
proached. 

I  ftated  to  you,  that  a  general  belief 
prevailed,  that,  in  your  final  arrangements 
and  concluding  converfation  with  his  Ma- 
jefty's  tniniflers,  at  whkh  others  aflifted,  it 
was  fettled,  that  no  material  meafure,  either 
as  ioperfons  or  things,  was  to  be  decided  upon 

without 
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without  further  communication  and  concur- 
rence with  the  Cabinet  of  England.  I  might 
have  added  that  this  the  moreeafily  obtain- 
ed in  the  world,  from  the  obvious  neceffity, 
that  the  moft  perfect  and  harmonious  un- 
demanding fhould  prevail  between  the 
governments  of  both  countries  as  to 
their  fyftem  of  rule  •  an  underftanding 
always  ncceffary,  but  more  particularly 
fo  at  this  moment,  when  both  have 
objedts  of  fuch  importance  and  joint 
intereft  before  them,  as  demand  a  fufpen- 
fion  at  leaft,  of  every  thing  not  intrinfi- 
cally  connedled   with  them. 

As  to  the  fudden  difmiffion  of  certain  in- 
dividuals, who  had  not  the  opportunity,  if 
you  could  fuppofe  t  hey  had  the  will,  to  offend 
againft  your  adminiftration,  1  certainly  had 
not  the  fame  anxiety  to  keep  back  my  fen- 
timents  upon  that  ftep.    Juftice  to  fofiw 

of 
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of  thofe  perfons,  who  during  my  govern- 
ment, ferved  the  public  with  fidelity,  ho- 
nefty,  and  ability  (I  mean  Mr.  Beresford, 
&c.  (Sc.)  demanded  of  me  a  iefs  cautious 
mode  of  expreffion  ;  and,  in  truth,  your 
fubfequent  reafoning  upon  thofe  difmiffions, 
calls  upon  me  to  fay  a  word  or  two  upon 
this  fubjecl. 

Of  the  alarming  power  to  government  of 
the  Beresford  family  or  followers,  I  pre- 
tend not  to  form  a  comprehenfion  j  nor 
can  1  conceive  how  any  Lord  Lieute- 
nant, ftanding  upon  your  high  ground, 
challenging  the  public  confidence  by  the  un- 
disguifed  fairnefs  of  your  good  intentions, 
could  ever  be  deflitute  of  the  means  to 
crnfh  any  power  (but  particularly  that 
which  derived  the  eftVnce  of  its  ftrength 

from 
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from  office)  whenever  fuch  power  pre- 
fumed  to  ftir  a  hair-breadth  in  an  at- 
tempt to  moleft  the  government  of  the 
kingdom  in  that  road,  in  which  for  the 
public  intereft  it  thought  fit  to  travel. 
But  till  that  vain  and  mifchievous  dif- 
pofition  (hould  have  manifeited  itfelf,  I 
clearly  leaned  to  the  opinion,  that  the 
hand  of  fuperior  flrength  ought  not  to 
have  been  ftretched  out  againft  it. 

You  fay  to  me,  in  regard  to  fome  others, 
cv  you  left  them  clerks,  1  found  them  minif- 
ters  f  When  and  how  this  metamorphofis 
happened,  I  am  unable  to  conjecture.  That 
I  left  them  moft  ufefully  employed  for 
the  ufe  of  their  principal,  and  the  quick 
difpatch  of  bufinefs,  is  unqueftionably 
true.     With    long   habits  of  intercourfe 

with 
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with  men  both  in  high  and  in  fubor- 
dinatc  official  fituations,  for  unfufpe&ed 
integrity  and  fecrecy,  for  mildnefs,  and 
conciliating  manners,  for  the  mod  per- 
fect arrangement  and  method  in  conduc- 
ing the  bufinefs  of  his  office,  I  can  fairly 
fay,  that  I  never  witnefled  the  equal  of 
Mr.  SackoiBe  Hamilton.  Mr.  Cocke  was  in 
my  time,  young,  but  quick,  diligent,  and 
very  promifing  as  i  ufeful  perfon  in  the 
Ration  he  then  filled.  Refpe&ing  others, 
with  whom  I  never  had  any  connexion, 
and  who  were  to  remove  from  the  elevated 
fituations  of  their  profeffion,  you  call  upon 
me  to  admit  the  propriety  of  fuch  re- 
movals, oa  the  foot  of  having  from  ne- 
ceffity  a  fplendid  parliamentary  debater 
3nnexeci  to  the  condition  of  a  great  law 
fcrvant  of  the  Crown.    Indeed,  my  dear 

Fitzwilliam, 
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Fitzwilliam,  I  fubfcribe  to  no  fuch  opinion, 
and,  in  vindication  of  a  very  oppofite  one, 
refer  you  to  the  example  of  many  men  on 
this  fide  the  water,  whofe  acknowledged 
abilities  and  learning  would  have  been  loft 
to  the  ftate,  had  they  been  driven  from 
their  fituations,  becaufe  they  made  not  the 
fame  brilliant  figure  in  the  fenate,  which 
they  had  done  at  the  bar. 

I  have  dwelt  the  longer  upon  this 
part  of  the  fubjed,  to  Ihew  you  how 
fairly  a  different  opinion  may  be  op- 
pofed  to  your's,  and  that  fuch  may 
be  confcientioufly  entertained,  v/ithoutany 
dcfign  to  wound  your  feelings,  or  in- 
jure your  reputation.  In  Mr.  Pitt's  en- 
deavour to  hold  up  a  fhield  for  the  (helter 
of  perfons  who  had  merited  the  favour  of 

B  the 
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the  laft  Lord  Lieutenant  by  their  ferviccs, 
and  on  whofe  condudt  no  blame  or  cenfure 
had  attached,  I  can  only  perceive  an  in- 
fiance  of  firmnefs  and  juftice  -y  and  furely 
it  requires  explanation  to  convince  plain 
and  impartial  men,  that  fuch  removals,  tak- 
ing the  mode,  time,  and  provocation,  were 
not  at  leaft  a  feeming  departure  from  that 
amicable  dealing  towards  the  King's  Prime 
Minifter  which  we  at  a  diftance  were 
taught  to  hope  and  believe  was  to  mark 
the  jundlion  of  your  party  with  Mr.  Pitt. 

I  dwell  upon  it  for  another  motive  which 
touches  me  more  perfonally.  By  the  ex- 
tend ve  difperfion  of  your  Letters,  I  find 
myfelf  the  conductor  of  fevere  animadver- 
fion,  where  I  cannot  agree  that  it  ought  to 
have  been  dire&ed.  To  have  confented 
to  have  been  the  bearer  of  fuch  fhgirp  in- 
ventive 
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vedive  to  the  doors  of  the  Duke  of  Port- 
land and  Mr.  Pitty  &c.  &c.  I  muft  pre- 
vioufly  have  acknowledged  the  juftice  of 
it,  before  I  undertook  fo  painful  an  office; 
but,  acknowledging  its  juftice,  could  I  flop 
there,  and  continue  an  independent  fup- 
port  of  a  Minifter  capable  of  the  mon- 
ftrous  defign  of  rilking  the  condition  of 
Ireland,  of  flinging  it  into  the  greateft  pro- 
bable confufion  by  trifling  with  its  hopes 
and  expectations,  for  the  purpofe  of  weak- 
ening a  party,  of  whofe  ftrengthand  import- 
ance he  confefled  the  value,  by  invitation 
and  acceptance  j  and  which  flrength  and 
importance  in  the  public  eftimation,  muft 
be  as  neceflfary  for  his  purpofes  at  this  mo- 
ment,   as  the   firft  hour  you  flung  your 
weight  into  his  fcale  ? 

Such  are  the  difficulties  I  allude  to, 
in  the  beginning  of  my  Letter :   in  the 

firft 
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firft  place,  that  of  appearing  by  filencc 
to  adopt  that  cenfure  I  am  made  to  convey : 
in  the  next,  of  fubmitting  my  fentiments 
freely  to  you,  and  thus  approaching  a  mat- 
ter of  a  moft  delicate  nature,  where  the 
public  curiofity  ought  not  to  be  conducted 
with  any  obfervance  of  that  difcretion  and 
fecrecy,  which  my  education  has  led  me  to 
confider  as  not  to  be  difpenfed  with  in 
great  iranfadtions  of  Government. 

Cn  the  great  queftion  of  the  additional 
indulgences  at  this  time  to  be  extended  to 
the  Roman  Catholics,  I  {hall  fay  but  little. 
The  fentiments  of  an  individual  would,  in 
this  place,  obtrude  themfelves  very  clumfily. 
I  fhall  hope  to  be  believed,  when  I  affert 
that  I  have  toleration  not  only  upon  my 
lips,  but  in  my  heart;  and  that,  in  my  ex- 
perience, I  never  witnelfed  any  thing  in 

the 
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the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  that  gave 
me  a  moment's  doubt  of  their  loyalty  and 
attachment  to  their  Sovereign.  That  an 
unfortunate  difference,  on  the  fubje£t  of 
more  indulgences  to  be  granted  at  this  mo- 
ment, has  been  raifed  between  you  and  the 
Cabinet  of  England,  we  all  know,  and  all 
deplore.  But  you  are  much  miftaken,  if 
you  think  that  the  world,  endeavouring 
with  very  inadequate  means  to  deted  on 
which  fide  the  error  or  mifapprehenfion 
lies,  even  fuppofing  it  fhould  be  fufpe&ed 
to  be  with  you,  has  ever  aimed  any  cen- 
fure  at  your  head,  which  made  it  neceffary 
for  you  to  appear  at  the  tribunal  of  the 
public,  and  to  open  a  defence,  in  my  mind 
unprovoked  by  accufation  from  any  quar- 
ter, forcing  you  to  advance,  on  fuch  tender 
and  delicate  ground,  to  points  generally  not 
confidered  accefliblc,  unlefs  where  an  at- 
tack 
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lack  upon  life  is  meditated,  or,  what  I  feel 
is  dearer  to  you,  fame  and  honour. 

You  allude  to  a  part  of  my  Letter,  where, 
joining  in  the  general  anxiety  as  to  the 
precipitancy  with  which  your  great  mea 
fures  feetned  to  be  brought  forth,  I  con- 
feffed  that  I  could  not  contemplate  the 
innovation  without  terror.     Always  be- 
taught  to  confider  the   Roman  Ca- 
c  queftion  as  of  great   moment,  it 
as  not  extraordinary  that  the  quicknefs 
vith  which  you  decided  upon  it,  (I  mean 
not  to  arraign  that  prompt  decifion)  fhould 
have  occafioned  a  ftrong  ftiock  of  alarm 
to  me,  however  incompetent   to  direct 
an  accurate  view  to  its  near  or  its  re- 
mote confequences. 

Under  every  circumftance  of  difagree- 
mtat  in  opinion,  of  a  nature  lefs  rea- 

fonably 
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fonably  interefting  the  attention    of  the 
political  world,    violent  furmifes  will  be 
formed  on  both  fides,  which  candour  and 
moderation    would  lofe  their   labour  in 
attempting  to  reconcile.    Dr.  Barrow  fays, 
every  fad  has   two   handles,  one  which 
feverity,  ill-nature,  and  harfhnefs  are  ever 
inclined  to  lay  hold  of  5   the  other  con- 
ftantly  prefents    itfelf  to   calmnefs,  mo- 
deration, and  gentlenefs.    I  fliall  addrefs 
myfelf  to  the  latter,  not  the  former,  in 
order  to  gather  and  fubmit  to  you  the 
judgment,  which  I  conceive   candid  and 
honourable  men  have  formed  upon  thefe 
unfortunate  tranfadiions. 

In  many  parts  of  your  Letter,  if  [ 
miftake  not,  it  may  be  'colle&ed  that 
owing  to  the  circumftances  of  the  times, 
the    preflure   of  bufinefs    produced  by 

the 


(    i8  ) 

the  war,  and  the  neceflity  of  pointing 
all  thought,  as  well  as  all  exertion,  to- 
wards the  defence  of  the  empire,  it  was 
a  general  wifh  to  poftpone  the  confide- 
ration  of  the  merits  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic queftion  to  a  moment  better 
fitted  for  a  lefs  interrupted  inveftiga- 
tion  of  it.  Of  courfe,  excepting  other- 
wife  driven  by  neceflity,  we  fhould  have 
feen  you  acting  at  leaft  in  unifon  with 
the  views  of  the  Englifh  Cabinet,  had 
you  terminated  the  Seffion  of  Parlia- 
ment, with  this  point  flill  referved  for 
future  confideration.  You,  for  the  reafons 
which  you  have  afligned,  conceive  that 
ncceffity  to  be  fo  apparent  and  fo  ftrong, 
as  to  leave  you,  in  policy  and  prudence, 
no  choice  or  remedy.  Upon  this  point 
the  whole  matter  feems  to  hinge.  The 
public  turning  towards  the  Englifh  Ad- 

miniftration 
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clofeft  friendfhip,  has  carried  the  poifon 
of  diftruft  and  refentment  into  houfes 
never  before  at  variance,  and  conveyed 
a  heavy  charge  indeed  to  the  doors  of 
his  Majefty's  minifters. 

May  I,  my  dear  friend,  in  this  place, 
be  permitted  to  fay,  that,  weighing  every 
part  of  this  fubjedt  in  the  mod  difpaffi- 
onate  and  impartial  manner  I  am  able, 
I  never  heard  the  found  of  accufation  of 
your  condudt  in  any  quarter,  perceived 
no  attack  aimed  againft  your  character, 
no  ftain  endeavoured  to  be  fixed  upon 
your  reputation,  no  abandonment  of  pri- 
vate friendfliip  or  affe&ion,  no  wretched 
fympton  of  that  refined  diffimulation 
which  you  fancy  you  have  detected.  In 
(hort,   nothing  that    wore  the  fhapr  of 

accufation 
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accufation  or  charge  which  brought  you 
to  the  painful  alternative  of  repelling  or 
fubmitting  to. 

Under  the  ftrong  feeling  of  a  repug- 
nance (which  I  am  confident  you  will 
comprehend  and  excufe)  to  lend  myfelf 
with  a  filence,  that  might  argue  willing- 
nefs  to  become  the  channel  of  cenfure  to 
individuals  who  had  afted  ferviceably 
and  honourably  by  me;  to  others,  whofe 
condud  I  have  had  an  opportunity  of 
watching,  and  ftill  retain  my  opinion  of 
their  unfhaken  friendfhip  and  attachment 
to  you  :  laftly,  to  others,  on  whom  I 
could  not  affift  at  heaping  fuch  difgrace, 
without  holding  them  out,  at  the  fame 
time,  as  utterly  unfit  for  the  high  Rati- 
ons they  fa  1 1 ;    1  have  been  obliged  thus 

tcdioufly 
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tedioufly  to  trefpafs  on  your  patience,  an 
apology  for  which  can  only  be  looked 
for  and  found  in  that  friendlhip  I  be- 
fore alluded  to,  and  which  has,  for  fb 
many  years  paft,  taught  us  indulgence  to 
each  other. 

Ever  your's,  &c.  &c. 


FINIS. 


*  *  '  i  1 


